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The  BLM  Mission  Statement 


The  BLM  is  responsible  for  the  stewardship  of  our  public 
lands.  It  is  committed  to  manage,  protect,  and  improve 
these  lands  in  a manner  to  serve  the  needs  of  the  American 
people  for  all  times.  Management  is  based  on  the  principles 
of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield  of  our  Nation’s  resources 
within  a framework  of  environmental  responsibility  and 
scientific  technology.  These  resources  include;  recreation; 
rangelands;  timber;  minerals;  watersheds;  fish  and  wildlife; 
wilderness;  air;  and  scenic,  scientific  and  cultural  values. 
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Nevada  BLM 
State-Wide  Update 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
Land  Use  Planning 

February  1995 


Introduction 

The  following  summary  describes,  by  district,  the  status  of  the  current  land  use 
planning  efforts  and  environmental  impact  statements  occurring  on  Bureau- 
administered  public  lands  within  the  State  of  Nevada.  This  summary  will  be 
updated  on  a quarterly  basis.  As  various  ecosystem  management  planning 
efforts  are  undertaken,  which  incorporate  public  lands  in  Nevada,  the  plans  will 
be  added  to  the  state-wide  update  to  the  extent  information  is  available. 

This  update  addresses  only  planning  efforts  and  environmental  impact  statements 
which  are  coordinated  through  the  Nevada  State  Office.  Numerous  federal 
actions  occurring  on  the  districts  which  are  being  reviewed  through  "low 
intensity"  or  "major"  environmental  assessments  are  not  included;  however, 
environmental  assessments  with  potential  for  controversy  or  which  may  require 
further  analysis  through  an  environmental  impact  statement,  will  be  included  in 
future  updates  as  they  are  identified. 

In  addition  to  the  district  summaries  provided,  a graphic  display  of  planning  efforts 
and  environmental  impacts  statements,  by  district,  is  provided  (Figures  1 and  2). 
Data  from  the  Susanville  District  will  be  included  in  the  graphs  in  the  next  quarterly 
update. 

Executive  Summary 

Currently,  a total  of  39  documents  are  planned,  in  progress,  or  recently 
completed.  Of  the  39  documents,  a total  of  19  are  environmental  impact 
statements  required  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  The  major 
federal  actions  involved  in  these  studies  include;  mining  plans  of  operation 
(11),  pipelines  (3),  hydroelectric  projects  (2),  transmission  lines  (1), 
transportation  (1)  and  a land  withdrawal  (1). 
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Land  use  planning  efforts  include  development  of  two  Resource  Management 
Plans,  the  Stateline  and  the  Tonopah  Resource  Management  Plans,  to  replace  the 
existing  Clark  County  and  Tonopah  Management  Framework  Plans.  Other 
planning  efforts  include  amendments  to  existing  resource  management  and 
management  framework  Plans.  These  latter  efforts  total  18  for  this  update. 

The  Tonopah  Resource  Management  Plan  has  completed  both  the  draft  and 
proposed  plan  stages  and  is  currently  under  going  review  of  the  protests  sent  to 
the  Director.  The  Stateline  Resource  Management  Plan  has  completed  the  draft 
plan  stage,  a supplement  to  the  draft,  and  the  proposed  plan  is  scheduled  for 
release  to  the  public  this  fiscal  year. 

Land  use  plan  amendments  comprise  the  largest  share  of  planning  efforts  at  this 
time.  Of  the  13  pending  plans  amendments,  one  is  in  the  proposed  plan  stage 
(Wells  Elk  Amendment),  one  is  in  the  final  approval  stage  (Whitesides  Land 
Withdrawal  - under  protest),  and  two  are  in  the  draft  plan  stage  (Elko  Fluid 
Minerals,  Caliente  Turkey  Release).  The  remaining  nine  amendments  (Carson 
City  - 6;  Ely  - 1,  Las  Vegas  - 1,  Battle  Mountain  - 1)  are  either  in  the  scoping 
stage  or  have  scoping  yet  to  be  initiated. 

Of  the  19  environmental  impact  statements  in  progress,  one  (Cortez  Pipeline 
Project)  is  entering  into  th.e  final  stage  of  the  environmental  review  process. 

The  remaining  18  efforts  are  all  at  the  preliminary  draft  or  draft  stage  of  the 
environmental  review  process. 

In  summary,  resource  management  planning,  compliance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  and  public  participation,  reflect  the  diversity  of  issues 
facing  the  State  of  Nevada.  All  six  districts  are  actively  conducting  assessments 
of  environmental  impacts  for  various  major  federal  actions. 

Compliance  with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  is  an  on-going 
continuous  process.  A review  of  the  current  environmental  documentation 
included  in  this  update,  indicates  the  majority  of  current  environmental  reviews 
are  at  the  scoping  or  draft  stage.  Thus,  Nevada  is  at  the  ‘front  end’  of  the 
environmental  review  process  for  the  majority  of  environmental  impact 
statements  and  land  use  plan  amendments  pending  or  in  progress.  As  the 
updates  progress  throughout  the  year,  the  Major  Federal  Actions  under  review 
will  reflect  differential  progress  towards  completion,  depending  on  when 
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scoping,  draft  public  review  periods,  final  public  review  periods,  and  appeals  or 
protests,  are  initiated  or  completed. 

Southwest  Intertie  Project 

The  Southwest  Intertie  Project,  a major  500  kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
Idaho  to  Utah  and  Las  Vegas  is  a major  federal  action  requiring  an 
environmental  impact  statement,  as  well  as  a land  use  plan  amendment.  Thus, 
this  project  falls  into  both  categories.  The  environmental  impact  statement  for 
this  project  amended  five  existing  resource  management  and  management 
framework  plans  within  Nevada  with  the  signing  of  the  Record  of  Decision. 
Most  major  federal  actions  analyzed  in  an  environmental  impact  statement  do 
not  entail  a plan  amendment,  therefore,  for  this  update,  the  Southwest  Intertie 
Project  was  counted  under  plan  amendments  for  the  state  rather  than 
environmental  impact  statements.  The  Southwest  Intertie  Project  accounts  for 
five  completed  land  use  plan  amendments  cited  in  the  district  summaries. 

For  comparative  purposes,  the  Southwest  Intertie  Project,  counted  under 
environmental  impact  statements,  would  raise  the  total  for  those  documents  to 
20,  transmission  lines  to  two,  and  land  use  plan  amendments  would  drop  to  13. 
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Number  of  Projects 


NEPA  Documents 
EISs,  Plans,  and  Amendments 


Carson  City  Ely  Las  Vegas  Battle 

_ Mountain 

DISTRICT  ^ EISs 


February,  1995 

Amendments  in  Progress  = 13 
Amendments  Completed  = 5 
Plans  in  Progress  = 2 

Total  = 39 


H Amendments 
in  Progress 


Amendments 

Completed 


S Plans  in  Progress 


Figure  1 


Environmental  Impact  Statements 

Major  Federal  Actions 


5% 


February,  1995 
Total  = 19 


Mining  Plans  of  Operation 
Pipelines 

Transmission  Lines 
Hydroelectric  Projects 
Withdrawals 
Transportation 


Figure  2 


Elko  District 


NV  - 010  Elko  District 


SUMMARY 


Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  None 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  in  Progress:  Two 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  Completed:  One 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  Two 

Plan  Amendments  in  Progress 

Wells  Resource  Management  Plan  Elk  Amendment 

Elko  Resource  Management  Plan  Fluid  Minerals  Amendment 

Plan  Amendment  Completed 

Wells  Resource  Management  Plan  - Southwest  Intertie  Project 


Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Newmont  Gold  Bootstrap  Project 
Barrick  Goldstrike  Betze  Project 


Major  Federal  Action 

Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
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Elko  District 


Document  Name:  Southwest  Intertie  Project  and  Land  Use  Plan  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  X ROD:  X 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Project  Lead  - Karl  Simonson,  Burley  District 
Nevada  Lead  - Darrell  Winter,  Ely  District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Dames  and  Moore 

Project/Plan  Description:  Analyze  impacts  of  500  kilovolt  transmission  line  and  corridor 
from  Burley,  Idaho  to  Las  Vegas,  Nevada.  Project  will  amend  several  land  use  plans  in  three 
states  for  transmission  corridor. 

Major  Issues:  Cultural  resources,  visual  impacts  to  historic  trails  and  Great  Basin  National 
Park,  desert  tortoise,  desert  bighorn  sheep,  economics,  mitigation. 

Interested  Publics:  Sierra  Club,  Western  Power  Administration,  National  Park  Service. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Record  of  Decision  Notice  of  Availability,  Volume  59,  No.  239, 
Wednesday,  December  14,  1994. 

Schedule:  Record  of  Decision  signed,  implemented  December  8,  1994.  Planning  and 
environmental  process  complete.  The  Record  of  Decision  amends  the  Elko  Resource 
Management  Plan  and  the  Wells  Resource  Management  Plan. 
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Elko  District 


Document  Name:  Wells  Resource  Management  Plan  Elk  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  _______  ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Bill  Baker 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Elk  populations  within  the  Wells  Resource  Area  have  been  expanding 
outside  existing  management  areas  outlined  in  the  Wells  RMP.  The  Draft  Elk  Plan 
Amendment  proposes  to  establish  elk  habitat  management  areas,  identify  habitat  requirements 
and  specific  management  objectives  and  practices,  establish  target  population  management 
levels,  develop  factors  for  attainment  and  future  adjustments  in  elk  population  management 
levels,  and  identify  constraints  on  other  resources  within  the  Wells  Resource  Area.  A Task 
Force  comprised  of  resource  management  agency  personnel,  land  owners  and  special  interest 
groups  within  the  tri-state  area  of  Nevada-Idaho-Utah  was  formulated  to  develop  planning 
issues,  identify  management  alternatives  to  be  considered,  and  provide  baseline  information. 
The  Environmental  Assessment  for  this  draft  plan  amendment  analyzes  seven  alternatives. 

Major  Issues:  The  livestock  interests  feel  that  : 1)  all  forage  in  the  resource  area  has  been 
adjudicated  and  no  forage  remains  to  accommodate  increased  elk  numbers,  2)  all  suspended 
non-use  livestock  AUMs  should  be  activated  before  elk  numbers  are  allowed  to  increase,  3) 
the  Nevada  Division  of  Wildlife  will  not  be  able  to  adequately  respond  to  depredation 
complaints. 

Interested  Publics:  The  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  feels  that  the  public  land  resource 
can  support  more  elk  numbers  and  believe  they  can  handle  potential  impacts  to  private  land 
resources  (i.e.  depredation  complaints)  with  existing  legislation.  Sportsmen  want  more  elk, 
but  not  at  the  expense  of  livestock  interests. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Availability:  Volume  59,  No.  143,  page  38199, 
Wednesday,  July  27,  1994.  The  initial  30-day  public  comment  period  ended  August  31, 

1994. 

Schedule:  At  the  request  of  the  Elko  Board  of  County  Commissioners,  the  public  comment 
period  was  extended  until  December  2,  1994.  The  State  Director  was  briefed  on  the  Proposed 
Plan  Amendment  on  January  6,  1995.  The  Proposed  Plan  Amendment  went  to  the  printer 
February  1,  1995.  Notice  of  Availability  for  public  review  and  protest  period  sent  to  the 
Federal  Register.  Document  released  to  the  public  February  21,  1995.  Protest  period 
scheduled  to  end  March  24,  1995. 
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Elko  District 


Document  Name:  Elko  Resource  Management  Plan  Fluids  Minerals  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement:  X 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Tom  Schmidt 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Project  Description:  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is  preparing  an  Amendment  to  the 

Elko  Resource  Management  Plan  to  provide  a comprehensive  framework  for  future 
management  of  Fluid  Minerals  (oil/gas  and  geothermal  resources)  on  public  lands  in  the  Elko 
Resource  Area.  The  plan  amendment  provide  a more  comprehensive  analysis  of  Fluid 
Minerals  in  the  planning  area  in  order  to  be  in  conformance  with  Manual  1624  Supplemental 
Program  Guidance  for  Energy  and  Minerals.  This  amendment  will  also  specifically  address, 
in  greater  detail,  how  fluid  minerals  exploration  and  leasing  will  be  accomplished  now  and  in 
the  future  in  the  Elko  Resource  Area  and  what  impacts  are  expected  to  result. 

Major  Issues:  The  issues  for  the  Fluid  Minerals  Amendment  were  identified  through  public 
scoping  and  internally  by  Elko  District  BLM  personnel.  The  following  is  a list  of  issues: 

A.  What  areas  will  be  open,  closed  or  limited  to  Fluid  Minerals  development  as  a result  of 
updated  resource  data? 

B.  What  actions  should  BLM  take  to  ensure  the  development  of  mineral  resources? 

C.  What  mechanisms  should  be  used  to  limit  impacts  of  Fluid  minerals  exploration  and 
development  to  other  resources? 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  55,  No.  244,  page  52102,  December 
19,  1990. 

Schedule:  The  document  is  currently  in  the  Nevada  State  Office.  The  maps  are  being 
reduced  to  a size  appropriate  for  public  release.  Remaining  tasks  to  be  completed  are: 
prepare  a Cover  for  the  document  and  a clean  copy  of  section  6 of  the  lease  instrument  for  an 
Appendix.  NSO  will  assist  the  Elko  District  with  final  formatting  of  the  document  into  a 
column  format  with  maps.  The  document  resides  on  5 1/4"  disks  in  WordPerfect  5.1  and 
requires  converting  to  a compatible  format/disk  for  the  UNIX-based  system. 
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Elko  District 


Document  Name:  Newmont  Gold  Bootstrap  Project 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  _____  ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Deb  McFarlane 

NEPA  Contractor:  Huntingdon,  Billings,  Montana. 

Contact:  Terry  Grotbo,  406-443-5210 

Project  Description:  Newmont  Gold  Company  has  submitted  a Plan  of  Operations  to  re- 
open their  Bootstrap  open  pit  mine  and  to  initiate  mining  at  the  Tara  open  pit  mine,  located 
1,500  feet  south  of  Bootstrap.  The  project  will  create  two  new  waste  dumps,  develop  a new 
heap  leach  facility,  and  reroute  and  upgrade  the  existing  access  and  haulage  roads.  Surface 
disturbance  associated  with  these  proposed  activities  would  include  approximately  802  acres 
of  public  land  and  288  acres  of  private  land.  This  project  lies  within  the  cone  of  depression 
created  by  dewatering  at  the  neighboring  Barrick  Goldstrike  Mine,  therefore,  no  dewatering 
would  be  required. 

Major  Issues:  BLM  resource  specialists  have  identified  two  issues  as  having  potentially 
significant  impacts:  (1)  wildlife  resources,  especially  deer  migration  and  (2)  pit  water  quality 
after  cessation  of  dewatering  by  Barrick. 

The  public  comment  period  closed  January  3,  1995.  Nine  comment  letters  were  received  but 
no  new  issues  were  raised. 

Interested  Publics:  Department  of  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources;  Division  of 
Wildlife,  Division  of  Water  Resources,  Department  of  Transportation,  Department  of  Business 
and  Industry,  Division  of  Minerals;  Elko  County  Commissioners,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
FMC  Gold  Company,  Fish  & Wildlife  Service,  Duckwater  Shoshone  Tribe 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  59,  No.  231,  page  61897,  Friday, 
December  2,  1994,  . 

Schedule:  Draft  EIS  - June  30,  1995; 

Final  EIS  - December  8,  1995 
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Elko  District 


Document  Name:  Barrick  Goldstrike  Betze  Project 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement:  X 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Nick  Rieger 

NEPA  Contractor:  ENSR,  Fort  Collins,  Colorado. 

Contact:  Sophie  Sawyer,  303-493-8878. 

Project  Description:  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is  preparing  a Supplement  to  the 
original  Betze  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  completed  in  June,  1991.  The  purpose  of  the 
Supplement  is  to  update  the  portion  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  that  addressed 
Barrick  Goldstrike  Mining  Inc.’s  groundwater  pumping  and  water  management  operations. 

The  Supplement  will  describe  the  new  information  gathered  since  the  Betze  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  was  prepared  and  reassess  the  environmental  impacts  of  Barrick’ s pumping 
and  water  management  operations  and  describe  any  changes  identified  in  the  previously 
projected  environmental  impacts  as  a result  of  the  new  information.  The  Supplement  will 
also  assess  the  cumulative  impact  of  pumping  groundwater  to  lower  elevations,  for  a longer 
duration,  that  would  be  associated  with  mining  other  nearby  deposits. 

Major  Issues:  The  Supplement  will  focus  attention  on  five  issues  of  special  concern:  1) 

surface  and  groundwater  resources,  including,  potential  effects  from  Barrick’ s operations  to 
the  Humboldt  River;  2)  livestock  operations;  3)  threatened  and  endangered  species;  4) 
wetland  and  riparian  vegetation;  and  5)  wildlife  and  fisheries  resources. 

Interested  Publics:  Persons  affected  by  Barrick’ s dewatering  operations  include  the  livestock 
operators  whose  surface  water  resources  within  their  allotments  could  potentially  be  affected 
and  by  downstream  water  users  along  the  Humboldt  River.  Other  concerns  are  expressed  by 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Division  of  Water  Resources,  Division  of  Wildlife,  and  Eureka 
County  Commissioners. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  59,  No.  168,  page  44999, 

Wednesday,  August  31,  1994. 

Schedule:  Draft  Supplemental  EIS  - August  31,  1995 
Final  Supplemental  EIS  - November  30,  1995 
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Winnemucca  District 


NV  - 020  Winnemucca  District 

SUMMARY 

Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  None 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  in  Progress:  None 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  Two 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  Major  Federal  Action 

Santa  Fe  Pacific  Lone  Tree  Project  Mine  Plan  of  Operation 

Santa  Fe  Pacific  Twin  Creeks  Project  Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
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Winnemucca  District 


Document  Name:  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Gold  Corporation,  Lone  Tree  Mine 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Gerald  L.  Moritz 

NEPA  Contractor:  Huntingdon;  Helena,  Montana 

Contact:  Terry  Grotbo,  406-443-5210 

Project  Description:  Santa  Fe  Pacific  proposes  to  expand  the  existing  Lone  Tree  Mine.  The 
expansion  will  increase  the  size  of  the  mine  and  expand  the  operations  from  Santa  Fe 
Pacific’s  fee  lands  onto  federal  lands. 

Major  Issues:  The  major  issue  identified  is  the  dewatering  of  the  pit  area  and  disposal  of 
this  water.  Presently,  the  mine  is  dewatering  at  a rate  of  approximately  40,000  gallons  per 
minute.  This  rate  will  increase  to  approximately  70,000  gallons  per  minute  during  the  final 
phase  of  mining.  Presently,  the  Lone  Tree  Mine  is  discharging  water  into  the  Iron  Point 
Relief  Canal  which  empties  into  the  Humboldt  River.  The  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental 
Protection  has  set  the  standard  that  the  temperature  of  discharge  water  cannot  exceed  that  of 
the  receiving  water  by  2°  Centigrade.  The  discharge  water  averages  about  84°  Centigrade. 

To  meet  this  standard.  Lone  Tree  Mine  opted  to  construct  cooling  ponds  to  cool  the  discharge 
waters  prior  to  entering  the  Humboldt.  They  are  presently  constructing  the  first  of  three  cells 
that  will  eventually  total  660  acres  of  cooling  ponds.  Re-injection  wells  and  infiltration  ponds 
were  considered  as  options  to  discharging,  but  due  to  the  geology  and  soils  in  the  vicinity, 
neither  are  viable  options  for  this  operation. 

Interested  Publics:  AGRI-BEEF  CO.  Concerned  about  the  effect  of  dewatering  on 

livestock  waters;  George  Penola,  Rock  Creek  Ranch  - same  concern. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  59,  pages  8015-8016,  February  17, 
1994. 

Schedule:  Preliminary  Draft  received,  31  January  1995,  for  internal  review.  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement:  December,  1995. 
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Winnemucca  District 


Document  Name:  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Gold  Corporation,  Twin  Creeks  Mine 

Document  Type:  EA:  EIS:  X Supplement:  __ 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Gerald  L.  Moritz 

NEPA  Contractor:  Riverside  Technology,  Inc.,  Fort  Collins,  Colorado 
Contact:  Valerie  Randall,  303-223-2944 

Project  Description:  Santa  Fe  Pacific  proposes  to  acquire  the  former  Gold  Field  Chimney 

Creek  Mine  and  combine  that  operation  with  the  existing  Rabbit  Creek  Mine,  forming  the 
Twin  Creeks  Mine.  In  addition  to  the  acquisition  and  merging  of  the  two  operations,  Santa 
Fe  proposes  to  expand  mining  operations. 

Major  Issues:  Issues  include  the  mining  of  oxide  and  sulfide  ores,  potential  for  acid  rock 
drainage,  expansion  of  pits  and  processing  facilities  and  the  additional  disturbance  of 
approximately  6,000  acres,  for  a total  disturbance  of  approximately  10,000  acres  for  the  life 
of  the  mine.  Also  at  issue  is  the  dewatering  of  the  pit  area  and  proposed  diversion  of  Rabbit 
Creek  itself.  Soils  and  geology  are  favorable  for  using  infiltration  ponds  to  dispose  of 
approximately  two-thirds  of  the  dewatering  water  and  the  remaining  third  going  into  Rabbit 
Creek  itself. 

Interested  Publics:  Two  scoping  meeting  resulted  in  zero  attendance  from  the  public.  A 
total  of  four  letters  were  received  during  scoping  - two  from  federal  agencies  (EPA  and  Fish 
& Wildlife),  one  from  State  Clearinghouse  and  one  from  Tom  Myers.  No  one  has  identified 
themselves  as  an  affected  party. 

Federal  Register  Citations: 

Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  59,  pages  37988-37989,  July  26,  1994. 

Schedule:  Anticipate  receiving  a Preparation  Plan  from  the  Contractor  in  February  1995. 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement:  April,  1996. 
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Carson  City  District 

NV  - 030  Carson  City  District 

SUMMARY 


Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  None 

Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  Pending/in  Progress:  Six 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  Four 


Plan  Amendments  Pending 

Walker  Resource  Management  Plan  Pine  Nut  Mountains  Amendment 
Walker  Resource  Management  Plan  Carson  City  Urban  Interface  Amendment 
Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Pah  Rah  Mountains  Amendment 
Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Lyon  County  Landfill  Amendment 

Plan  Amendments  in  Progress 

Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan/Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Management 
Plan  Military  Rights  of  Way  Amendment 


Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Spanish  Springs  Regional  Park 
Amendment 


Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Bedell  Flats  Water  Pipeline 

Fallon  Naval  Air  Station  Master  Land  Withdrawal 

Alturas  Transmission  Line 

Tuscarora  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Project 


Major  Federal  Action 
Pipeline 

Land  Withdrawal 
Transmission  Line 
Pipeline 
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Carson  City  District 

Document  Name:  Walker  Resource  Management  Plan  Pine  Nut  Mountains  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Loomis 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  Off  Highway  Vehicle  use  and  management  of 
pinyon-juniper  in  the  Pine  Nut  Mountains. 

Major  Issues:  Off  Highway  Vehicle  restrictions  and  treatment  of  pinyon-juniper  woodlands 
through  fire  management  and  other  means. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  Proposed  Amendment  - September,  1995.  Scoping  still  to  be  initiated. 
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Carson  City  District 


Document  Name:  Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan/Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 

Management  Plan  Military  Rights  of  Way  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement:  

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ______ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Lead  - Dave  Loomis,  Carson  City/John  Noneman,  Battle  Mountain 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  military  rights  of  way  applications  for 
electronic  warfare  site  locations  within  Carson  City  and  Battle  Mountain  Districts. 

Major  Issues:  Restrictions  on  Navy  Rights  of  Way  flexibility  and  military  airspace  use 
throughout  central  Nevada. 

Interested  Publics:  Central  Nevada  residents.  Rural  Alliance  for  Military  Accountability, 
U.S.  Navy. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent  in  preparation. 

Schedule:  Proposed  Plan,  Fiscal  Year  1996.  Scoping  being  initiated  at  this  time. 
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Carson  City  District 

Document  Name:  Walker  Resource  Management  Plan  Carson  City  Urban  Interface 

Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Carson  City 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Loomis 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  will  address  management  of  public  lands  in  the  urban 
area  of  Carson  City. 

Major  Issues:  Potential  mineral  withdrawals. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  Indeterminate;  plan  amendment  is  driven  by  Carson  City’s  Master  Plan  Update 
process.  Scoping  still  to  be  initiated. 
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Carson  City  District 


Document  Name:  Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Pah  Rah  Mountains 

Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Jo  Ann  Hufnagle 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  general  management  of  lands  acquired  through 
land  exchange. 

Major  Issues:  Pyramid  Lake  Tribe  wants  to  acquire  these  lands,  rather  than  BLM 
management. 

Interested  Publics:  Pyramid  Lake  Tribe. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  Proposed  Plan,  Fiscal  Year  1996.  Next  step  is  to  initiate  resource  inventory  of 
acquired  lands. 
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Carson  City  District 

Document  Name:  Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Lyon  County  Landfill 

Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ______ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Jo  Ann  Hufnagle 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  county  landfill  approval  on  lands  not 
designated  for  disposal  under  the  existing  management  plan. 

Major  Issues:  None  identified. 

Interested  Publics:  Lyon  County  Commissioners. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  Planning  process  on  hold  pending  further  site  analysis  by  Lyon  County. 
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Carson  City  District 


Document  Name:  Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan  Spanish  Springs  Regional 

Park  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS:  ______  Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Jo  Ann  Hufnagle 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  a city  park  on  lands  not  designated  for 
disposal  under  the  existing  management  plan. 

Major  Issues:  Presence  of  cultural  resources. 

Interested  Publics:  City  of  Sparks,  Spanish  Springs  residents. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  58,  No.  7,  page  3964. 

Schedule:  Planning  process  on  hold  pending  action  by  City  of  Sparks  to  resolve  cultural 
resource  issue. 
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Carson  City  District 

Document  Name:  Bedell  Flat  Water  Pipeline  Project 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Loomis 

NEPA  Contractor:  SAIC 
Contact:  Ed  Oakes,  702-828-2400 

Project  Description:  Washoe  County  application  for  a pipeline  right  of  way  to  import  water 
from  Honey  Lake  to  Lemmon  Valley. 

Major  Issues:  Impacts  to  Sierra  Army  Depot  and  Pyramid  Lake  Tribe;  adequacy  of 
groundwater  modelling.  Secretary  Babbit  intervened  to  cease  all  further  work  on  this 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  until  Washoe  County  resolves  issues. 

Interested  Publics:  U.S.  Army,  Pyramid  Lake  Tribe,  Washoe  County  Commissioners, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Department  of  Interior,  Lemmon  Valley  residents. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  55,  No.  142,  page  30038,  July  24, 
1990;  Volume  58,  No.  97,  page  29622,  May  21,  1993;  Volume  58,  No.  192,  page  52116, 
October  6,  1993. 

Schedule:  Indeterminate;  action  on  hold  pending  resolution  of  issues  by  Washoe  County  and 
Secretarial  approval  to  proceed  with  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Carson  City  District 


Document  Name:  Fallon  Naval  Air  Station  Master  Land  Withdrawal 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Loomis 

NEPA  Contractor:  Woodward-Clyde 
Contact:  Kathrine  Palter,  415-874-3184 

Project  Description:  Analyzes  application  by  Fallon  Naval  Air  Station  for  withdrawal  of 
190,000  acres  of  public  lands  for  bombing  range  buffer  zones. 

Major  Issues:  Military  expansion  and  closure  of  public  lands  to  other  uses  including 
grazing,  mining  and  recreation.  Controversy  and  plan  revision  has  resulted  in  delay  for  last 
11  years. 

Interested  Publics:  U.S.  Navy,  Churchill  County  Commissioners,  Rural  Alliance  for  Military 
Accountability. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  47,  page  46892,  October  21,  1982; 
Volume  57,  No.  183,  page  43468,  September  21,  1992. 

Schedule:  Indeterminate,  analysis  on  hold  pending  Navy’s  revision  of  the  Proposed  Action. 


3-9 


Carson  City  District 

Document  Name:  Alturas  Transmission  Line 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Pete  Humm,  Susanville  District/Jo  Ann  Hufnagle,  Carson  City  District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Aspen  Environmental  Group 
Contact:  Gary  Meunier,  808-597-3407 

Project  Description:  Analyzes  impacts  of  a 160-mile,  345  kilovolt  electrical  transmission 
line  from  Alturas,  California  to  Reno,  Nevada. 

Major  Issues:  Visual  impacts  through  Lassen  Red  Rocks  Scenic  Area,  impacts  to  wildlife 
refuges,  effects  of  electromagnetic  force. 

Interested  Publics:  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game, 
recreationists,  local  residents  near  corridor. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  59,  page  13995,  March  24,  1994; 

Volume  59,  page  23073,  May  4,  1994. 

Schedule:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  March  1995;  Record  of  Decision, 

December,  1995. 


3-10 


Carson  City  District 


Document  Name:  Tuscarora  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Project 

Document  Type:  EA:  _____  EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency(s):  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  California  State  Lands 
Commission 

Project  Coordinator:  BLM  - Pete  Humm,  Susanville  District/Chuck  Pope,  Carson  City 

District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Resource  Management  International,  Inc. 

Contact:  Jay  Abbott,  916-223-6698 

Project  Description:  Analyzes  impacts  from  229-mile  natural  gas  pipeline  from  Malin, 
Oregon  to  Tracy,  Nevada. 

Major  Issues:  Cultural  resources,  botanical  resources.  Wildlife  resources,  mitigation  and 
reclamation. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  59,  pages  66011  - 66012,  December  22,  1994; 
Volume  59,  page  66306. 

Schedule:  Comments  on  the  Draft  document  due  to  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  and 

California  State  Land  Commissions  by  February  6,  1995.  Public  meetings  to  be  held  in 
California  and  Nevada  to  provide  more  information  and  allow  additional  opportunity  for 
public  comment.  Dates  not  provided. 
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NV  - 040  Ely  District 


Ely  District 


SUMMARY 

Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  None 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  in  Progress:  One 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  Completed:  Two 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  One 

Plan  Amendments  in  Progress 

Schell  Management  Framework  Plan  Holt  Land  Exchange 

Plan  Amendments  Completed 

Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  - Southwest  Intertie  Project 
Schell  Management  Framework  Plan  - Southwest  Intertie  Project 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  Major  Federal  Action 

Placer  U.S.  Bald  Mountain  Expansion  Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
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Ely  District 

Document  Name:  Southwest  Intertie  Project  and  Land  Use  Plan  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  X ROD:  X 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Project  Lead  - Karl  Simonson,  Burley  District 
Nevada  Lead  - Darrell  Winter,  Ely  District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Dames  and  Moore 

Project/Plan  Description:  Analyze  impacts  of  500  kilovolt  transmission  line  and  corridor 
from  Burley,  Idaho  to  Las  Vegas,  Nevada.  Project  will  amend  several  land  use  plans  in  three 
states  for  transmission  corridor. 

Major  Issues:  Cultural  resources,  visual  impacts  to  historic  trails  and  Great  Basin  National 

Park,  desert  tortoise,  desert  bighorn  sheep,  economics,  mitigation. 

Interested  Publics:  Sierra  Club,  Western  Power  Administration,  National  Park  Service. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Record  of  Decision  Notice  of  Availability,  Volume  59,  No.  239, 
Wednesday,  December  14,  1994. 

Schedule:  Record  of  Decision  signed,  implemented  December  8,  1994.  Planning  and 
environmental  process  complete.  The  Record  of  Decision  amends  the  Egan  Resource 
Management  Plan  and  the  Schell  Management  Framework  Plan. 
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Ely  District 

Document  Name:  Schell  Management  Framework  Plan  Holt  Land  Exchange  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  _____  ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Darrel  Winter 

NEPA  Contractor:  Selection  pending. 

Plan  Description:  Management  Framework  Plan  is  being  amended  to  classify  approximately 
2,000  acres  of  public  lands  in  Lake  Valley  for  disposal  through  a land  exchange.  The 
purpose  of  the  land  tenure  change  is  to  provide  expanded  agricultural  development  within 
Lincoln  County. 

Major  Issues:  None  identified  to  date. 

Interested  Publics:  Kerry  Holt. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  57,  No.  179,  page  42595,  September 
15,  1992. 

Schedule:  No  completion  schedule  identified:  the  next  step  is  to  identify  suitable  appropriate 
lands  to  be  exchanged  by  proponent. 
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Ely  District 

Document  Name:  Placer  U.S.  Bald  Mountain  Mine  Expansion 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dan  Netcher 

NEPA  Contractor:  ENSR,  Fort  Collins,  Colorado 
Contact:  Drew  Ludwig,  303-493-8878 

Project  Description:  Placer  U.S.  proposes  to  expand  mining  developments  in  the  Bald 
Mountain  area  to  include  seven  additional  open  pits,  three  new  waste  rock  dumps,  expand  one 
existing  open  pit  and  dump  and  additional  heap  leach  and  tailings  facilities.  Total  surface 
disturbance  is  1,450  acres  of  public  lands.  There  is  no  proposed  pit  dewatering. 

Major  Issues:  Cumulative  impacts,  water  quality  and  quantity,  hazardous  materials  and 
environmental  justice  issues. 

Interested  Publics:  Duckwater  Shoshone. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  59,  No.  90,  page  244660,  May  11, 

1994. 

Schedule:  Preliminary  Draft  under  review  by  district.  Release  of  Draft  anticipated  April, 

1995. 
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NV  - 050  Las  Vegas  District 


Las  Vegas  District 


SUMMARY 


Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  One 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  in  Progress:  Three 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  Completed:  Two 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  Five 


Plan 

Stateline  Resource  Management  Plan 

Plan  Amendments  in  Progress 

Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  Whitesides  Land  Withdrawal 
Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  Desert  Tortoise  Amendment 
Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  Turkey  Introduction  Amendment 

Plan  Amendments  Completed 

Clark  County  Management  Framework  Plan  - Southwest  Intertie  Project 
Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  - Southwest  Intertie  Project 


Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Anadalex  Resources  Warm  Springs  Project 
Blue  Diamond  South  Pumped  Storage 
Sheep  Mountain  Pumped  Storage 


Major  Federal  Action 

Mine  Plan  of  Operation 

Hydroelectric 

Hydroelectric 


Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority 

Treatment  and  Transmission  Facility  Pipeline 


Nevada  Department  of  Transportation 

Las  Vegas  Beltway  Tier  1 Transportation 
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Las  Vegas  District 

Document  Name:  Southwest  Intertie  Project  and  Land  Use  Plan  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  X ROD:  X 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Project  Lead  - Karl  Simonson,  Burley  District 
Nevada  Lead  - Darrell  Winter,  Ely  District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Dames  and  Moore 

Project/Plan  Description:  Analyze  impacts  of  500  kilovolt  transmission  line  and  corridor 
from  Burley,  Idaho  to  Las  Vegas,  Nevada.  Project  will  amend  several  land  use  plans  in  three 
states  for  transmission  corridor. 

Major  Issues:  Cultural  resources,  visual  impacts  to  historic  trails  and  Great  Basin  National 

Park,  desert  tortoise,  desert  bighorn  sheep,  economics,  mitigation. 

Interested  Publics:  Sierra  Club,  Western  Power  Administration,  National  Park  Service. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Record  of  Decision  Notice  of  Availability,  Volume  59,  No.  239, 
Wednesday,  December  14,  1994. 

Schedule:  Record  of  Decision  signed,  implemented  December  8,  1994.  Planning  and 
environmental  process  complete.  The  Record  of  Decision  amends  the  Clark  County 
Management  Framework  Plan  and  the  Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan. 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Stateline  Resource  Management  Plan 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement:  X 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Jeff  Steinmetz,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Project  Description:  Resource  Management  Plan  will  replace  the  Clark  County  Management 
Framework  Plan  and  provide  comprehensive  land  use  planning  for  the  Stateline  Resource 
Area.  Supplement  to  the  Draft  was  issued  to  provide  additional  alternative  (Alternative  E) 
incorporating  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  Desert  Tortoise  (Mojave  Population) 
Recovery  Plan. 

Major  Issues:  Rangeland  reclassification,  utility  corridors,  areas  of  critical  environmental 
concern,  threatened  and  endangered  species,  wilderness  study  areas,  land  withdrawals,  mineral 
materials,  recreation  and  competitive  events. 

Interested  Publics:  Clark  County,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Representative  Vucanovich, 
Nevada  Farm  Bureau,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Wilderness  Society,  Department  of  Energy, 
Citizens  Alert,  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Ahamakav  Cultural  Society,  National  Guard 
Bureau,  Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority,  Senator  Reid,  Sierra  Club,  Colorado  River 
Commission,  Division  of  Wildlife,  Budd-Falen  Law  Office,  U.S.  Air  Force,  U.S.  Forest 
Service. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  55,  No.  60,  Wednesday,  March  28,  1990,  page  11445; 
Volume  57,  No.  179,  Tuesday,  September  15,  1992,  page  42596; 

Volume  58,  No.  126,  Friday,  July  2,  1993,  page  35974. 

Schedule:  Proposed  Plan  and  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  in  preparation  to  be 
released  to  public  by  June,  1995. 
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Las  Vegas  District 

Document  Name:  Caliente  Resource  Area  Management  Framework  Plan  Whitesides 

Land  Withdrawal 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  X ROD:  

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Jackie  Gratton,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Project  Description:  Land  withdrawal  of  approximately  3,900  acres  adjacent  to  Nellis  Air 
Force  Range  for  public  safety  and  protect  security  interests  of  Air  Force  and  Nation. 

Major  Issues:  Restricted  access  of  public  on  public  lands,  military  accountability,  military 
withdrawals  in  general. 

Interested  Publics:  Lincoln  County  Commissioners,  Military  Oversight  Groups,  southern 
Nevada  residents. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  To  be  provided. 

Schedule:  A total  of  13  protests  received  on  the  Proposed  Plan.  Plan  undergoing  review  of 
protests  at  this  time.  Plan  Decision  Record  anticipated  to  be  completed  upon  resolution  of 
protests. 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Caliente  Resource  Area  Management  Framework  Plan  Desert 

Tortoise  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Kyle  Teel,  Caliente  Resource  Area  Wildlife  Biologist 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Project  Description:  In  June,  1994,  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  issued  the  Desert 
Tortoise  (Mojave  Population)  Recovery  Plan.  Implementation  of  the  recovery  plan  in  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area  requires  an  amendment  to  the  Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan. 
The  recovery  plan  outlines  Desert  Wildlife  Management  Areas  to  be  established  to  protect  the 
tortoise  and  habitat.  The  recovery  plan  outlines  several  restrictions  to  land  uses  within  the 
Tortoise  management  areas.  These  restrictions  are:  (1)  Vehicle  activity  off  of  designated 
roads,  including  all  competitive  and  organized  events;  (2)  habitat  destructive  military 
maneuvers,  clearing  for  agriculture,  landfills,  and  other  surface  disturbance  that  diminishes  the 
capacity  of  the  land  to  support  desert  tortoise;  (3)  domestic  livestock  grazing;  (4)  grazing  by 
wild  burros  and  horses;  (5)  vegetation  harvest,  except  by  permit;  (6)  collection  of  biological; 
specimens,  except  by  permit;  (7)  dumping  and  littering;  (8)  deposition  of  captive  or  displaced 
desert  tortoise,  except  under  authorized  translocation  research  studies;  (9)  uncontrolled  dogs 
out  of  vehicles;  (10)  discharge  of  firearms,  except  for  hunting  of  big  game  or  upland  game 
birds  from  September  through  February. 

Major  Issues:  Establishment  of  the  management  areas  and  the  restricted  land  uses  with  the 
exception  of  collection  of  vegetation  and  biological  specimens,  and  littering,  have  had  some 
type  of  objection  expressed  by  the  public.  Implementation  of  the  recovery  plan  also  raises 
concerns  on  the  general  taking  of  the  publics  right  to  use  their  public  lands  and  the 
government  in  general. 

Interested  Publics:  Comments  received  from  groups  to  date  include  the  following:  all  the 
permittees  on  the  allotments.  Best  in  the  Desert  Racing  Association,  Lincoln  County 
Commissioners,  Wyoming  Advocates  for  Animals,  Nevada  Division  of  Wildlife,  Nevada 
Division  of  Minerals,  Nevada  Division  of  State  Lands,  Nevada  Division  of  Agriculture, 
Nevada  Farm  Bureau,  and  the  Ground  Shakers  Motorcycle  Club.  Individuals  who  have 
responded  in  some  form  to  the  amendment  (letters  or  petition)  total  408  to  date. 
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Las  Vegas  District 

Federal  Register  Citations:  The  Notice  of  Intent:  January  30,  1995. 

Schedule:  Public  Meeting/Workshops:  February  21  -22,  1995;  7:00  P.M.  to  10:00  P.M. 
Proposed  Amendment:  September,  1995 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Caiiente  Resource  Area  Management  Framework  Plan,  Turkey 

Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Kyle  Teel,  Caiiente  Resource  Area  Wildlife  Biologist 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Project  Description:  The  Nevada  Division  of  Wildlife  has  requested  authorization  to 
transplant  Rio  Grande  wild  turkeys  within  the  Caiiente  Resource  Area.  The  transplanting  of 
wild  turkeys  would  help  implement  the  Nevada  Division  of  Wildlife  Turkey  Species 
Management  Plan. 

Major  Issues:  Some  of  the  transplant  areas  are  in  close  proximity  to  the  Clover 
Mountain  Wilderness  Study  Area.  The  transplanting  of  wild  turkeys  into  those  transplant 
areas  could  result  in  wild  turkeys  moving  into  the  WSA. 

Interested  Publics:  Red  Rock  Audubon  Society 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  58,  Number  141,  July  26,  1993,  page  39826; 

Volume  58,  Number  163,  August  25,  1993,  page  44846. 

Schedule:  The  draft  amendment  and  EA  has  been  reviewed  by  the  public  and  the  Las  Vegas 
District  Resources  Staff.  As  a result  of  the  review  a preferred  alternative  was  developed. 

The  draft  amendment  and  EA  was  forwarded  to  the  Nevada  State  Office  on  June  3,  1994  for 
review. 
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Las  Vegas  District 

Document  Name:  Anadalex  Resources  Warm  Springs  Project  (Moapa  Coal  Load-out 

Facility) 

Document  Type:  EA:  EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ________ 

Lead  Agency(s):  BLM,  Utah  State  Office,  Kanab  Resource  Area; 

Office  of  Surface  Mining 

Project  Coordinator:  BLM  Utah:  Mike  Noel,  Kanab  Resource  Area;  Office  of  Surface 
Mining:  Floyd  McMullen;  BLM  Nevada:  Roy  E.  Lee,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  ENSR  Consulting  and  Engineering,  Fort  Collins,  Colorado 
Contact:  Karen  Caddis-Burrell,  303-493-8878 

Project  Description:  Andalex  Resources,  Inc.  has  submitted  a proposal  to  the  BLM  Cedar 
City  District  Office  and  the  Office  of  Surface  Mining  Western  Support  Center  to  develop  and 
operate  their  proposed  Smoky  Hollow  underground  coal  mine  and  two  proposed  coal-loadout 
facilities.  The  proposed  Smoky  Hollow  Mine  would  be  located  on  a 25,000-acre  block  of 
Federal  and  State  coal  leases  in  eastern  Kane  County,  Utah,  approximately  13  miles  northeast 
of  Big  Water,  Utah.  Up  to  175  loaded  trucks  would  transport  the  coal  from  the  Smokey 
Hollow  Mine  to  coal-loadout  facilities  located  on  public  lands  near  Moapa,  Nevada  and  Cedar 
City,  Utah.  The  environmental  impact  statement  is  being  prepared  to  assist  the  lead  agencies 
in  making  decisions  on  the  various  applications  for  right-of-way  grants  and  on  the  approval  of 
a mining  plan.  Within  Nevada,  actions  associated  with  the  mine  plan  are  rights-of-way  for 
powerlines,  telephone  lines,  and  the  loadout  area  for  the  Moapa  coal  loadout  facility. 

Major  Issues:  Transportation  of  coal  through  portion  of  Glen  Canyon  National  Recreation 

Area;  economic  development  for  Kane  County,  proximity  to  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 

Interested  Publics:  National  Park  Service,  Glen  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area;  Kane 

County  Commissioners,  Southern  Utah  Wilderness  Alliance. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  57,  Number  135,  July  14,  1992,  page  31207. 

Schedule:  New  scoping  meetings  will  be  held  in  March  or  April  1995  to  elicit  public 
comment  on  revised  mine  plan.  Draft  document  anticipated  to  be  completed  by  Fall,  1995 
and  Final  document  by  Winter,  1996. 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Blue  Diamond  South  Pumped  Storage  Hydroelectric  Project 

(Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Project  Number  10756- 
001) 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ________ 

Lead  Agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Contact:  Dianne  Rodman,  Terrestrial  Ecologist  and  Environmental  Coordinator,  202-219- 
2830. 

Project  Coordinator:  Roy  E.  Lee,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  Greystone,  Sacramento,  California 
Contact:  Patti  Kroen,  916-442-0660 

Project  Description:  Synergies  Energy  Development,  Inc.  proposes  a self-contained,  200 
megawatt  hydroelectric  power  project,  to  be  built  on  the  west  side  of  the  Las  Vegas  Valley. 
The  applicant  would  operate  the  project  to  take  advantage  of  off-peak  energy  to  pump  water 
from  a lower  reservoir  (1200  acre-feet  afterbay)  to  an  upper  reservoir  (1200  acre-feet  forebay) 
during  periods  of  low  energy  demand  and  generate  peak  energy  by  passing  the  water  from  the 
upper  to  the  lower  reservoir  through  the  penstock  and  generating  units  during  periods  of  high 
electrical  demand.  An  underground  powerhouse,  a control  building,  a parking  area  for  ten 
vehicles,  a 300  square-foot  substation,  a 3.2  mile  long,  138  kilovolt  transmission  line  and  a 
two-mile  long,  12-inch-diameter  underground  water  supply  pipeline  are  other  major 
components  of  this  project. 

Major  Issues:  Geotechnical  concerns  with  limestone  solution  cavity  formation  in  forebay 
reservoir,  existing  and  future  water  uses,  groundwater  quality,  loss  of  unique  desert  plan 
community,  loss  of  habitat  for  sensitive  species,  proximity  to  Red  Rock  Canyon  National 
Conservation  Area,  public  safety  and  recreational  uses,  mining  uses  in  forebay  area,  air 
quality,  range  of  alternatives,  cumulative  impacts. 

Interested  Publics:  Peak  Power  Corporation,  Sierra  Club  - Toiyabe  Chapter,  Clark  County 
Department  of  Comprehensive  Planning,  State  of  Nevada  - Department  of  Conservation  and 
Natural  Resources,  Division  of  Water  Resources,  Ecological  Services,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Las  Vegas  District  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Citizens  Alert,  James  Hardie  Gypsum  Mining  Company,  Red  Rock 
Citizens  Advisory  Council. 


5-9 


Las  Vegas  District 
Federal  Register  Citations: 

Notice  of  preliminary  permit  application  filing:  Volume  54,  June  1,  1989,  page  23519; 

Notice  of  Application  for  major  license  filing:  Volume  57,  June  19,  1992,  page  27449; 

Notice  of  Application:  Volume  58,  May  3,  1993,  page  26308; 

Notice  of  Application  ready  for  environmental  analysis:  Volume  58,  November  11,  1993, 
page  60613; 

Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  environmental  impact  statement:  Volume  59,  September  14,  1994, 
page  47127  - 47128. 

Schedule: 

Draft  document  release  to  public:  April  3,  1995 
Public  Meetings:  April  25,  1995 
Draft  comments  close:  May  25,  1995 
Final  document  issued:  July  31,  1995 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Sheep  Mountain  Pumped  Storage  Hydroelectric  Project  (Federal 

Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Project  Number  11367-001) 

Document  Type:  EA:  ______  EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  _____ 

Lead  Agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Contact:  Michael  Strzelecki,  Environmental  Coordinator,  202-219-2827 

Project  Coordinator:  Roy  E.  Lee,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  Environmental  Resource  Management,  Inc.,  Annapolis,  Maryland 
Contact:  Jim  Teitt,  410-266-0006 

Project  Description:  Peak  Power  Corporation  proposes  a self-contained,  200  megawatt 
hydroelectric  power  project,  to  be  built  near  Jean,  Nevada  (about  19  miles  south  of  Las 
Vegas,  Clark  County,  Nevada).  The  applicant  would  operate  the  project  to  take  advantage  of 
off-peak  energy  to  pump  water  from  a lower  reservoir  (2750  acre-feet  afterbay)  to  an  upper 
reservoir  (2750  acre-feet  forebay)  during  periods  of  low  energy  demand  and  generate  peak 
energy  by  passing  the  water  from  the  upper  to  the  lower  reservoir  through  the  penstock  and 
generating  units  during  periods  of  high  electrical  demand.  An  underground  powerhouse,  a 
40,000  square-foot  switchyard,  a 17.5  mile  long,  230  kilovolt  transmission  line,  a 4300  feet 
long,  12-inch-diameter  underground  water  supply  pipeline  and  approximately  14,000  feet  of 
access  roads  are  other  major  components  of  this  project. 

Major  Issues:  Geotechnical  concerns,  limestone  solution  cavity  formation,  mass  wasting  on 
Sheep  Mountain,  existing  and  future  water  uses,  groundwater  quality,  loss  of  habitat  of 
sensitive  species,  visual  impacts  to  Sheep  Mountain,  recreational  conflicts,  air  quality,  public 
safety,  conflicts  with  the  Southern  Nevada  Correctional  Center,  range  of  alternatives,  conflicts 
with  other  potential  land  uses,  cumulative  impacts,  feasibility. 

Interested  Publics:  Synergies  Energy  Development,  Inc.,  Sierra  Club  - Toiyabe  Chapter, 
Clark  County  Department  of  Comprehensive  Planning,  State  of  Nevada  - Department  of 
Conservation  and  Natural  Resources,  Division  of  Water  Resources,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Las  Vegas  District  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Citizens  Alert,  John  Hyatt. 
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Las  Vegas  District 
Federal  Register  Citations: 

Notice  of  preliminary  permit  application:  Volume  58,  January  25,  1993,  page  5968; 

Notice  of  Application  for  major  license:  Volume  58,  August  9,  1993,  page  42312; 

Notice  of  Application  ready  for  environmental  analysis:  Volume  59,  January  14,  1994,  page 
2384; 

Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  environmental  impact  statement:  Volume  59,  November  3,  1994, 
page  55089; 

Notice  of  postponement  of  scoping  meetings:  Volume  59,  November  15,  1994,  page  58835; 
Notice  of  rescheduled  scoping  meetings:  Volume  59,  November  21,  1994,  page  60004. 

Schedule:  Second  scoping  document  distributed  January  5,  1995 

Draft  document  to  public  - September,  1995 

Public  meetings  - October,  1995 

Comments  close  - November,  1995 

Final  document  to  public  - March  1996 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority  Water  Treatment  and 

Transmission  Facility 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  

Lead  Agency(s):  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Lower  Colorado  Region 
Contact:  James  Green,  Senior  Environmental  Specialist,  702-293-8519 

Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority 
Contact:  David  Connally,  702-732-1982 

Cooperating  Agency(s):  National  Park  Service,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Corps  of 
Engineers 

Project  Coordinator:  Roy  E.  Lee,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  Ralph  M.  Parsons  Company,  Pasadena,  California 
Contact:  Mel  Brown,  818-440-2000 

Project  Description:  The  Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority,  a regional  water  entity  for 
southern  Nevada,  consisting  of  the  cities  of  Boulder  City,  Henderson,  Las  Vegas,  North  Las 
Vegas,  the  Big  Bend  Water  District,  Clark  County  Sanitation  District,  and  the  Las  Vegas 
Water  District,  is  proposing  to  develop  an  independent,  reliable,  demand-responsive  municipal 
water  treatment  and  delivery  system  to  supplement  the  existing  Southern  Nevada  Water 
System  during  periods  of  curtailed  production  or  system  failures;  and  provide  the  State  of 
Nevada  full  access  to  its  Colorado  River  water  entitlement.  The  project  would  contain  three 
primary  components:  a raw  water  intake  in  Lake  Mead,  a water  treatment  facility,  and  a 
water  transmission  system  consisting  of  tunnels,  pipes  and  plumbing  equipment  to  transmit 
the  water  from  Lake  Mead  through  the  treatment  facility  to  the  Las  Vegas  Valley. 

Major  Issues:  Impacts  to  vegetation,  loss  of  habitat  for  sensitive  species,  visual  impacts  of 

facilities,  conflicts  with  recreation  and  other  land  uses,  air  quality,  hazardous  materials,  range 
of  alternatives,  comprehensive  cumulative  impact  analysis  for  most  resources. 

Interested  Publics:  Clark  County  Department  of  Comprehensive  Planning;  Environmental 
Protection  Agency;  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Las  Vegas  District;  National  Park  Service, 
Lake  Mead  National  Recreation  Area;  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Lower  Colorado  Region;  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers;  Center  for  Biodiversity;  Citizen  Alert;  Sierra  Club,  Southern 
Nevada  Group  and  Toiyabe  Chapter;  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Nevada  Department  of 
Wildlife;  River  Mountain  and  Calico  Ridge  Homeowners  Associations;  City  of  Henderson. 
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Las  Vegas  District 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  59,  No.  136,  July  18,  1994,  page 
36449. 

Schedule: 

Complete  Draft  document  - October,  1995 
Public  Hearings  - October  1995 
Complete  Final  Document  - October,  1996 
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Las  Vegas  District 


Document  Name:  Department  of  Transportation  Las  Vegas  Beltway  Tier  1 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ______ 

Lead  Agency(s):  Nevada  Department  of  Transportation 
Contact:  Daryl  James,  702  - 687-5860 

Cooperating  Agency(s):  Federal  Highway  Administration;  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Roy  E.  Lee,  Stateline  Resource  Area 

NEPA  Contractor:  Parsons  Brinkerhoff  Quade  and  Douglas,  Las  Vegas 
Contact:  Sam  Tso  or  Terry  Phemister,  702-732-8818 

Project  Description:  Tier  I Environmental  Impact  Statement  initiated  to  determine  the  need 
for  and  preferred  location  of  a regional  transportation  facility  to  serve  northern  and  western 
portions  of  the  Las  Vegas  Valley.  [For  the  Department  of  Transportation,  the  tiering  process 
is  a two-part  environmental  document.  The  Tier  1 document  focuses  on  "corridor-lever 
details  addressing  issues  of  importance  to  alignment  selection,  corridor  identification  and  local 
approval.  The  Tier  2 document  is  a more  comprehensive,  "project-level"  analysis  addressing 
the  environmental  consequences,  design  alternatives  and  proposed  mitigation  of  impacts.] 
Rights  of  Way  applications  may  commence  after  Tier  1 completion. 

Major  Issues:  To  be  provided. 

Interested  Publics:  To  be  provided. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  To  be  provided. 

Schedule:  Public  scoping  meeting  held  February  10,  and  March  17,  1993. 

Scoping  completed  April  1,  1993. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


NY  - 060  Battle  Mountain  District 


SUMMARY 


Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  One 
Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  in  Progress: 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  Five 


One 


Plan 

Tonopah  Resource  Management  Plan 


Plan  Amendment 

Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan/Shoshone-Eureka  Resource  Management 
Plan  Military  Rights  of  Way  Amendment 


Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Round  Mountain  Gold 
Homestake  Ruby  Hill  Project 
Battle  Mountain  Gold  Phoenix  Project 
Cortez  Pipeline  Gold  Deposit 
Santa  Fe  Pacific  Mule  Canyon  Project 


Major  Federal  Action 

Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
Mine  Plan  of  Operation 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Tonopah  Resource  Management  Plan 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final:  X ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Ted  Angle,  Tonopah  Area  Manager 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  This  is  a resource  management  plan  for  the  entire  Tonopah  Resource 
Area,  covering  6,091,101  acres  of  Public  Lands. 

Major  Issues:  Wild  horses  and  burros,  special  management  areas,  off-highway  use, 
management  of  released  wilderness  study  areas,  utility  corridors,  and  locatable  fluid  minerals. 
Controversy  is  from  Nye  and  Esmeralda  Counties  and  relates  to  their  challenge  of  the  BLM’s 
authority  to  manage  Public  Lands.  The  Tonopah  Office  received  20  protests  on  the  Proposed 
RMP. 

Interested  Publics:  Nye  and  Esmeralda  County  Commissioners,  local  ranchers. 

Federal  Register  Citations: 

Notice  of  Intent:  February  12,  1990. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft  Plan:  June  24,  1993. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Proposed  Plan:  October  21,  1994. 

Schedule:  The  Tonopah  Proposed  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  has  been  issued  to  the  public  and  we  are  currently  in  the  process  of 
resolving  protests.  We  expect  a Record  of  Decision  to  be  issued  in  the  Summer  of  1995. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Lahonton  Resource  Management  Plan/Shoshone-Eureka  Resource 

Management  Plan  Military  Rights  of  Way  Amendment 

Document  Type:  EA:  X EIS: Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Lead  - Dave  Loomis,  Carson  City/John  Noneman,  Battle  Mountain 

NEPA  Contractor:  None 

Plan  Description:  Plan  amendment  addresses  military  rights  of  way  applications  for 
electronic  warfare  site  locations  within  Carson  City  and  Battle  Mountain  Districts. 

Major  Issues:  Restrictions  on  Navy  Rights  of  Way  flexibility  and  military  airspace  use 
throughout  central  Nevada. 

Interested  Publics:  Central  Nevada  residents.  Rural  Alliance  for  Military  Accountability, 
U.S.  Navy. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent  in  preparation. 

Schedule:  Proposed  Plan,  Fiscal  Year  1996.  Scoping  being  initiated  at  this  time. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Round  Mountain  Gold 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Christopher  J.  Stubbs 

NEPA  Contractor:  Riverside  Technology,  Inc. 

Contact:  Valerie  J.  Randall,  303-223-2944 

Project  Description:  Round  Mountain  Gold  Corporation  plans  to  construct  a new  mill  and 
tailings  facility,  for  a total  of  about  500  acres  of  new  disturbance  at  their  mine  in  Big  Smoky 
Valley.  The  impacts  of  their  on-going  dewatering  program  and  the  effects  of  placing  spent 
leach  material  on  bare  ground  will  be  analyzed. 

Major  Issues:  Dewatering;  Round  Mountain’s  present  method  of  off-loading  spent, 
uncharacterized  leach  material  and  placing  it  on  bare  ground  — this  is  a controversial, 
precedent  setting  process.  There  has  been  no  substantial  public  controversy  identified  to  date. 

Interested  Publics:  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental 
Protection,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent,  Volume  58,  No.  167,  August  31,  1993,  page 
45913. 

Schedule:  The  Battle  Mountain  District  will  receive  the  Preliminary  Draft  EIS  for  review  in 
February  1995.  The  Record  of  Decision  is  expected  to  be  signed  Fall  of  1995. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Homestake  Ruby  Hill  Project 

Document  Type:  EA:  _____  EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD:  ______ 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Christopher  J.  Stubbs 

NEPA  Contractor:  To  be  selected  Spring,  1995 

Project  Description:  Homestake  Mining  Company  has  proposed  to  construct  a new  mine 

approximately  one  mile  northwest  of  the  town  of  Eureka,  Nevada.  Year-round  mining  from 
an  open  pit,  leaching,  and  milling  would  disturb  approximately  800  acres  of  public  land. 

Major  Issues:  Major  Issues  are  likely  to  be  socio-economics,  noise,  air  quality,  and  cultural 

resources.  No  controversy  to  date. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  Plan  of  Operations  to  submitted  by  the  company  in  February  1995. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Battle  Mountain  Gold  Phoenix  Project 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Lynn  Pettit 

NEPA  Contractor:  To  be  selected  Spring,  1995 

Project  Description:  Battle  Mountain  Gold  Mining  Company  has  recently  submitted  a 
proposal  to  develop  a mining  facility  at  the  south  end  of  the  Battle  Mountain  Range,  in 
Lander  County,  Nevada,  approximately  15  miles  southwest  of  Battle  Mountain.  The  proposed 
mining  development  will  involve  an  expansion  of  the  current  heap  leaching  and  tailings 
facilities,  and  a new  mill.  The  total  land  disturbance  (private  + public)  over  the  life  of  the 
mine  could  reach  1,909  acres.  Previously  disturbed  land  would  make  up  1,278  of  these  acres. 

Major  Issues:  Areas  of  special  concern  that  have  been  identified  as  being  potentially 
significant  are  hydrogeology/pit  water  quality,  surface  water  and  water  rights,  air  quality, 
cultural  resources,  and  social  and  economic  values. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  The  Data  Adequacy  Standards  for  the  preparation  of  the  EIS  are  currently  being 
prepared.  Public  scoping  will  begin  in  February,  1995  with  a notice  to  the  Federal  Register 
and  news  releases  followed  by  a briefing  for  the  Lander  County  commissioners,  a public 
scoping  meeting  in  Battle  Mountain  and  a public  scoping  meeting  in  Reno.  Release  of  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  anticipated  in  November,  1995. 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Cortez  Pipeline  Gold  Deposit 

Document  Type:  EA:  EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Davis 

NEPA  Contractor:  Woodward-Clyde  Consultants 
Contact:  Steve  Kellogg  510-874-3031 

Project  Description:  Cortez  Mining  Company  proposes  to  develop  a new  open  pit  mine  in 
Crescent  Valley.  The  mine  will  disturb  approximately  1,880  acres  of  Public  Land. 

Major  Issues:  Native  American/sovereignty  issues;  large-scale  dewatering;  cumulative 
impacts  to  Humboldt  River  Basin. 

Interested  Publics:  There  are  500+  names  on  the  interested  party  list.  The  most  vocal  have 
been  the  Danns  and  Maynard  Alves  of  Crescent  Valley  and  the  Sierra  Club. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Notice  of  Intent:  Volume  57,  No.  228,  November  25,  1992; 
Notice  of  Availability;  Draft  EIS:  Volume  59,  No.  172,  Wednesday,  September  7,  1994. 

Schedule:  Native  American  Consultation  being  re-initiated.  Final  EIS,  July,  1995  (estimated). 
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Battle  Mountain  District 


Document  Name:  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Mule  Canyon  Project 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Dave  Davis. 

NEPA  Contractor:  Terramatrix 
Contact:  Jerry  Nettleton  303-879-6260 

Project  Description:  Develop  a new  open-pit  mine  in  the  North  Shoshone  Range  involving 
approximately  2,300  acres  of  public  and  private  land. 

Major  Issues:  Potential  for  dewatering;  cultural  resources;  impacts  to  Humboldt  River  Basin; 
Native  American  concerns. 

Interested  Publics:  None  identified  to  date. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  None  to  date. 

Schedule:  There  has  been  a two-year  delay  in  this  project  as  the  operating  companies 
changed  hands.  Upon  submittal  of  a new  Plan  of  Operations,  a new  scoping  period  for  this 
project  will  be  initiated. 
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Susanville  District 


CA  - 020  Susanville  District 

SUMMARY 

Resource  Management  Plans  in  Progress:  None 

Resource  Management  Plan  Amendments  Pending/in  Progress:  None 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Progress:  One 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  Major  Federal  Action 

Alturas  Transmission  Line  Transmission  Line 
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Susanville  District 


Document  Name:  Alturas  Transmission  Line 

Document  Type:  EA: EIS:  X Supplement: 

Draft:  X Final: ROD: 

Lead  Agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Project  Coordinator:  Pete  Humm,  Susanville  District/Jo  Ann  Hufnagle,  Carson  City  District 

NEPA  Contractor:  Aspen  Environmental  Group 
Contact:  Gary  Meunier,  808-597-3407 

Project  Description:  Analyzes  impacts  of  a 160-mile,  345  kilovolt  electrical  transmission 
line  from  Alturas,  California  to  Reno,  Nevada. 

Major  Issues:  Visual  impacts  through  Lassen  Red  Rocks  Scenic  Area,  impacts  to  wildlife 
refuges,  effects  of  electromagnetic  force. 

Interested  Publics:  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game, 
recreationists,  local  residents  near  corridor. 

Federal  Register  Citations:  Volume  59,  page  13995,  March  24,  1994; 

Volume  59,  page  23073,  May  4,  1994. 

Schedule:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  March  1995;  Record  of  Decision, 

December,  1995. 
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